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The Clinton administration's March 1 report to Congress on anti-drug efforts around the world
chastised four Latin American countries for not doing enough to curb the flow of drugs northward.
However, the report stopped short of recommending a cutoff of US aid, citing "national interests"
in maintaining funding. The criticism angered the four neighbors, who say the US is not doing its
part in the war on drugs. The Clinton administration gave a green light to Colombia, Peru, Bolivia,
and Paraguay to continue receiving US funds to fight drug trafficking, but it also criticized all four
countries for their lack of progress in the drug war. The certification said that the four have not
cooperated enough with the US in anti-narcotics efforts, but also said that cutting off aid would only
aggravate the problem.
The only countries denied certification outright were Afghanistan, Burma, Iran, Nigeria, and Syria.
The Bahamas, Brazil, China, the Dominican Republic, Ecuador, Guatemala, Haiti, Hong Kong, India,
Jamaica, Laos, Malaysia, Mexico, Panama, Taiwan, Thailand, Venezuela, and Vietnam all received
US approval. Colombian government officials reacted angrily to the assessment, saying the US
failed to appreciate the government's anti-drug trafficking efforts. Colombian President Ernesto
Samper had sent several high-level delegations to Washington in recent weeks to convince Clinton
administration officials that Colombia is doing all it can to stop the flow of drugs (see NotiSur,
02,17/95).
Colombia is second only to Peru in coca growing. It produces most of the world's cocaine, and
the Cali cartel controls more than 70 percent of the cocaine shipments that enter the US. Reacting
to the US decision, Colombia's Interior Minister Horacio Serpa called attention to his country's
eradication of poppy and coca fields, destruction of processing labs, legal controls to stop moneylaundering, and arrests of drug dealers. Serpa complained that while the US is quick to criticize
other countries, it does little within its own borders. "We are not satisfied with the behavior of the
US, whose consumption of narcotics has increased 40% in recent years and who has not eradicated
even one of its very extensive marijuana fields," said Serpa. "It is the typical case of ignoring the
beam in your own eye while focusing on the speck in someone else's."
Some Colombian officials called on the government to reject the US$16 million in anti-drug aid,
saying to accept it would be demeaning. Nobel prize winning author Gabriel Garcia Marquez
commented, "It's despicable that for US$16 million Colombia has to subject itself to a childish
certification of good conduct in the fight against drug trafficking." Clinton administration officials
say they are unhappy with President Samper's efforts to go after the Cali cartel, the major cocaine
supplier in Colombia. The persistent rumors that Samper received campaign money from the
cartel add to the displeasure. The US government also wants Colombia to change its policy of
giving wanted drug traffickers reduced sentences if they turn themselves in. In what perhaps was
a demonstration of its avowed get- tough policy, the day after the Clinton report was released
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Colombian authorities arrested Jorge Eliecer Rodriguez Orejuela, brother of the two reputed bosses
of the Cali cartel, Miguel and Gilberto Rodriguez Orejuela.
While Colombian Defense Minister Fernando Botero described the police's catch as "one of the
seven principal figures" of the Cali cartel, the US insisted he was only a mid-level player. President
Samper was quick to tout the arrest. "This clearly shows that Colombia, with or without certification,
alone or working with others, will continue to combat drug trafficking, because for Colombians the
fight against drugs is not only a moral and ethical requirement, but a problem of national security,"
said Samper. Neighboring Peru also received the certification accompanied by criticism from the
Clinton administration. The certification said Peru had made major advances in anti-drug efforts,
but faulted the government for a 6% increase in the production of coca leaf during the last year.
Initially, the Peruvian government remained silent about the US chastisement.
On March 4, President Alberto Fujimori broke the silence. He expressed his anger at the US
decision, saying Peru's demonstrated effectiveness in combatting drug trafficking should not only
satisfy the US, but all other foreign governments and international organizations."We are sovereign
countries and to have anyone say to us you pass or fail the test is a mistake." Sociologist Ricardo
Soberon of the Andean Commission of Jurists also condemned the US's unilateral evaluation and
said that such appraisals should be based on a cooperative assessment of anti-drug efforts that takes
into account the position of the local government.
While he also criticized the US action, opposition congressman Julio Castro Gomez said the Fujimori
administration "has not shown any determination to increase its efforts against drug trafficking or
against the corruption that continues unabated in various institutions." \
In contrast to Colombia and Peru, Bolivia welcomed the US decision, since it had feared an outright
denial of certification. The US had threatened to drastically cut aid and to intervene in the country's
international credit negotiations. In fact, President Gonzalo Sanchez de Lozada's administration
expressed outright relief at the US decision not to cut aid. In addition, the undersecretary of public
investment, Marcelo Mendez, said now the US will not have an excuse to block renegotiation of
Bolivia's foreign debt with the Paris Club nations, which is scheduled to begin the end of March.
Government minister Carlos Sanchez Berzain said the certification, while conditional, would allow
Bolivia to continue its anti-drug efforts in collaboration with the United States.
US criticism of Bolivia centers on the government's failure to meet eradication quotas. US
Ambassador to Bolivia Curtis Kamman said, "Interdiction in Bolivia is excellent, extradition of
persons tied to illegal activities is going very well, but crop eradication has been a failure. Sanchez
Berzain conceded on Feb. 2 that coca leaf production in the Chapare, the major coca-growing
region of Bolivia, has increased since the US began its emphasis on crop eradication in 1988.
However, Bolivia coca growers have complained bitterly about the US policy and about the Bolivian
government's failure to help the farmers find another way to earn a living. Evo Morales, leader of
Bolivia's coca growers, said the government's programs for assistance in crop substitution the major
strategy to reduce coca growing have failed totally. Meanwhile, in Paraguay, many officials also
breathed a sigh of relief at escaping the "black list." However, President Juan Carlos Wasmosy said
the US criticism was unjust and did not give Paraguay credit for its commitment to combat drug
trafficking. Wasmosy also criticized the limited amount of US aid given to Paraguay to fight drugs,
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saying that the lack of funds hampered the government's anti-drug efforts. That sentiment was
echoed by former president Andres Rodriguez (1989-1993), who said the US "demands much but
gives little."
Paraguay's involvement in international drug trafficking came under public scrutiny last October
when the head of the government anti-narcotics unit, Gen. Rosa Rodriguez, was assassinated
and his aide, Capt. Juan Ruiz Diaz, was accused of the murder (see NotiSur, 10/28/95). Ruiz Diaz
maintained he was innocent and blamed the assassination on high-ranking military involved
in drug dealing. The accusations of government and military involvement in drug trafficking
have included persistent charges that former president Rodriguez has ties to the country's drug
operations. However, Wasmosy said if the US has proof to back up charges of extensive drug
dealing in Paraguay, it should provide the details so the government can respond and enough aid to
respond effectively.
Despite some variations in their reactions to the Clinton administration's limited certification, on
Mar. 4, the governments of the four Latin American countries issued a joint response calling for a
hemispheric anti-drug summit before the end of the year. "The recognition, even though partial,
by the US administration of our nations' efforts in the fight against drug trafficking shows that we
must continue working together on this task that jeopardizes all humanity," read the joint statement.
"Nevertheless, some of the criticisms made against us are inexact and unjust and show us that we
still need to overcome attitudes of incomprehension and ignorance, to ensure the greatest success
possible for this struggle in which we are all engaged." The proposal also recommended that the
"disagreeable" certification process be replaced by a multilateral commission to follow the efforts of
both producer and consumer nations in the drug war.
Clinton's limited certification not only angered the Latin Americans, it also failed to appease
US congressional critics. Sen. Jesse Helms (R-NC) complained that the countries had not been
banned outright from receiving aid. "Colombia," said Helms, "has failed to maintain even the most
minimal norms." Congress can overrule Clinton's certification within sixty days, which Helms is
threatening to do. Other critics of US policy charge that certification is often more a political weapon
than an accurate measure of drug fighting. As an example, they cite Mexico's certification despite
estimates that 70% of the illegal drugs that enter the US come across the Mexican border. Critics
also charge that the US policy is ultimately ineffective. Not only production, but money laundering
has increased throughout the region, despite efforts to control it. Estimates are that US$300 million
in drug money is laundered in Bolivia alone each year. Economic activity indirectly related to drug
trafficking has become an important part of the local economies. Jorge Sanchez of the Bolivian
Chamber of Transportation said that activities related to money laundering provides a social escape
valve for many people who would otherwise live in misery.
Officials in the US and in Latin America concede that the highly financed war on drugs has done
little to curb either production or consumption, and most agree that the US must share the blame.
And one of the most serious effects of the failure to stop drug trafficking is that the cartels wield
so much power they are able to corrupt the governments, militaries, and judicial systems of the
producer countries. "It seems to me this is a good opportunity to review what is and is not working,"
said Colombian Foreign Minister Rodrigo Pardo. "However, US government agencies must share
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our failures as well as our successes in fighting drug trafficking." Moreover, US anti-narcotics
agencies are also accused of inefficiency and corruption.
Critics say US policy on drug trafficking changes frequently, inter-agency rivalry hampers
interdiction efforts throughout the hemisphere, and US drug agents have been implicated in
trafficking in several countries, including Bolivia and Paraguay. The bottom line, say the critics, is
that the large amounts of money the US has spent on the drug war in the past decade more than US
$500 million in Colombia alone have produced no noticeable drop in availability or consumption in
the US. "If you look at the statistics, what you see is the more the US has spent, the worse the drug
problem has become," said Eduardo Gamorra, director of the Latin American Caribbean Center at
Florida International University. Gamorra says the money would have been better spent fighting
consumption in the US and reducing addiction in US prisons. (Sources: Dallas Morning News,
02/26/95, 02/27/95; United Press International, 02/23/95, 03/02/95; Inter Press Service, 03/02/95; New
York Times, 03/01/95, 03/03/95; Notimex, 02/02/95, 02/19/95, 03/02/95, 03/04/95, 03/06/95; Agence
France-Presse, 02/28/95, 03/01-03/95, 03/06/95; Reuter, 03/01/95, 03/03/95, 03/05/95, 03/06/95; Spanish
news service EFE, 03/02/95, 03/06/95)
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